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PER CURIAM.



AFFIRMED. See In re Amends. to Fla. Rule of Civ. Proc. 1.510, 317
So.3d 72, 75, 77 (Fla. 2021) (providing that “new rule” 1.510 takes effect on
May 1, 2021, and governs the adjudication of any summary judgment motion
decided on or after that date, with the correct test to be applied by the trial
courts in determining if there exists a genuine factual dispute being “whether
‘the evidence is such that a reasonable jury could return a verdict for the
nonmoving party”); Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510(c)(5) (stating that “[a]t least 20 days
before the time fixed for the [summary judgment] hearing, the nonmovant
must serve a response [to the motion for summary judgment] that includes
the nonmovant’s supporting factual position as provided in subdivision (1)
above”); Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.510(e)(2)—(3) (providing that if a party fails to
properly address another party’s assertion of fact as required by rule 1.510(c),
the court may “consider the fact undisputed for purposes of the motion” or
may “grant summary judgment if the motion and supporting materials—
including the facts considered undisputed—show that the movant is entitled
to it”); Boudot v. Boudot, 925 So. 2d 409, 416 (Fla. 5th DCA 2006) (“[Clourts
generally do not find excusable neglect based on the attorney’s

misunderstanding or ignorance of the . . . rules of procedure.”).

LAMBERT, C.J., COHEN and EDWARDS, JJ., concur.



